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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 7, 12-21, 26-30, 32, 33, and 36-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Cooper, US Patent Application Publication no. 2003/0120961, 

Regarding claim 1, Cooper discloses a method of operating a computer system 
comprising: 

determining if any performance state data stored in the computer system in a first area of 
memory specifying performance states for a plurality of processors and is associated with a 
processor being utilized in the computer system [scan through performance tables stored in 
BIOS, Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]; and 

if a portion of the performance state data is found to be associated with the processor 
being utilized in the computer system, copying the portion of the performance state data into a 
second area of memory [copy processor performance table to local table, Figure 4 and paragraph 
0045]. 

Regarding claim 2, Cooper further discloses that the performance state data is stored in 
performance state tables [paragraphs 0044 and 0045]. 
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Regarding claim 3, Cooper further discloses that the method is performed in a portion of 
basic input output system (BIOS) and wherein the first area of memory is a memory segment 
utiUzed during power on self test (POST) processing by BIOS and wherein the second area of 
memory is a runtime memory segment of BIOS [paragraphs 0040, 0044 and 0045]. 

Regarding claim 5, Cooper further discloses that when the portion of the performance 
state data is found to be associated with the processor being utilized in the computer system, 
computer identification information associated with the portion of the performance state data 
matches computer identification information in the processor [paragraphs 0044 and 0045]. 

Regarding claim 7, Cooper further discloses copying default performance state table data 
into local memory when no match is found [Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]. 

Regarding claim 12, Cooper discloses a method of operating a computer system 
comprising: 

determining if any performance state data stored in the computer system specifying 
performance states for a plurality of processors is associated with a processor being utilized in 
the computer system [scan through performance tables stored in BIOS, Figure 4 and paragraph 
0045]; and 

generating performance state data if none of the performance state data is associated with 
the processor being utilized in the computer system [copying default performance state table data 
into local memory when no match is found, Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]. 

Regarding claim 13, Cooper further discloses copying default performance state table 
data into local memory when no match is found [Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]. 
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Regarding claim 14, Cooper further discloses that the generating the performance state 
data further comprises generating performance state information including a plurality of 
frequency values and a fixed voltage value [paragraph 0038]. 

Regarding claim 15, Cooper further discloses that an upper limit of frequency of the 
frequency values is determined according to providing an indication of maximum frequency in 
the processor [paragraph 0038]. 

Regarding claim 16, Cooper further discloses that the plurality of frequency values are 
spread approximately evenly between a lower limit and the upper limit [paragraph 0038]. 

Regarding claim 17, Cooper discloses a computer program product stored on computer 
readable medium operable in a computer system to: 

determine whether a match exists between a processor being utilized in the computer 
system and performance state information stored in a first area of memory [scan through 
performance tables stored in BIOS, Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]; and 

if a match exists, copying matching performance state information into a second area of 
memory, wherein the first area of memory is a memory segment utilized during power on self 
test (POST) processing by basic input output system (BIOS) and wherein the second area of 
memory is a runtime memory segment of BIOS [copy processor performance table to local table, 
Figure 4 and paragraphs 0040, 0044 and 0045]. 

Regarding claim 18, Cooper further discloses generating a performance state data after no 
match is found to exist between any of the performance state data and the processor being 
utilized in the computer system [copying default performance state table data into local memory 
when no match is found, Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]. 
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Regarding claim 19, Cooper further discloses copying default performance state table 
data into local memory when no match is found [Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]. 

Regarding claim 20, Cooper further discloses that the generating the performance state 
data further comprises generating performance state information including a plurality of 
frequency values and a fixed voltage value [paragraph 0038]. 

Regarding claim 21, Cooper further discloses that the plurality of frequency values are 
spread approximately evenly between a lower limit and the upper limit [paragraph 0038]. 

Regarding claim 26, Cooper discloses a computer program product stored on computer 
readable medium operable in a computer system to: 

determine whether a match exists between a processor being utilized in the computer 
system and performance state information for a plurality of processors [scan through 
performance tables stored in BIOS, Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]; and 

generate performance state data after no match is found to exist [copying default 
performance state table data into local memory when no match is found, Figure 4 and paragraph 
0045]. 

Regarding claim 27, Cooper further discloses that the generating the performance state 
data further comprises generating performance state information including a plurality of 
frequency values and a fixed voltage value [paragraph 0038]. 

Regarding claim 28, Cooper further discloses that an upper limit of frequency of the 
frequency values is determined according to providing an indication of maximum frequency in 
the processor [paragraph 0038], 
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Regarding claim 29, Cooper further discloses that the plurality of frequency values are 
spread approximately evenly between a lower limit and the upper limit [paragraph 0038]. 

Regarding claim 30, Cooper discloses an apparatus comprising: 

means for determining if any performance state data specifying performance states for a 
plurality of processors, which is stored in a first area of memory of a computer system utilized 
for system boot, is associated with a processor being utilized in the computer system [scan 
through performance tables stored in BIOS, Figxire 4 and paragraph 0045]; and 

means for copying a portion of the performance state data into a second area of memory 
if the portion of the performance state data is found to be associated with the processor being 
utilized in the computer system [copy processor performance table to local table, Figure 4 and 
paragraphs 0040, 0044 and 0045]. 

Regarding claim 32, Cooper discloses an apparatus comprising: 

means for determining if any performance state data stored in the computer system 
specifying performance states for a plurality of processors is associated with a processor being 
utilized in the computer system [scan through performance tables stored in BIOS, Figure 4 and 
paragraph 0045]; and 

means for generating performance state data if none of the performance state data is 
associated with the processor being utilized in the computer system [copying default 
performance state table data into local memory when no match is found, Figure 4 and paragraph 
0045]. 

Regarding claim 33, Cooper discloses a computer program product stored on one or more 
computer readable media, operable in a computer system to: 
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copy one of a plurality of performance state data associated with respective processors 
from a disposable memory segment into a runtime memory segment [copy processor 
performance table to local table, Figure 4 and paragraphs 0040, 0044 and 0045]; and 

generate an advanced configuration and power interface object based at least in part on 
the copied performance state data [paragraph 0041]. 

Regarding claim 36, Cooper further discloses that the method is performed in a portion of 
basic input output system (BIOS) and wherein the first area of memory is a memory segment 
utilized during power on self test (POST) processing by BIOS and wherein the second area of 
memory is a runtime memory segment of BIOS [paragraphs 0040, 0044 and 0045]. 

Regarding claim 37, Cooper further discloses that the copied performance state data has 
been determined to match a set of processor parameters that correspond to a processor in the 
computer system [Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]. 

Regarding claim 38, Cooper further discloses generating a performance state data after no 
match is found to exist between any of the plurality of performance state data and the processor 
being utilized in the computer system [copying default performance state table data into local 
memory when no match is found, Figure 4 and paragraph 0045]. 

Regarding claim 39, Cooper further discloses that the generating the performance state 
data further comprises generating performance state information including a plurality of 
frequency values and a fixed voltage value [paragraph 0038]. 

Regarding claim 40, Cooper discloses a computer system comprising: 

memory that hosts a basic input/output system (BIOS) that selects a first of a plurality of 
performance state information from a first area of memory into a second area of memory, 
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wherein the first area of memory is to be utilized during power on self test (POST) processing by 
the BIOS, and wherein the second area of memory is to be used for a runtime memory segment 
of BIOS [Figure 4 and paragraphs 0040, 0044 and 0045]; and 
a processor coupled with the memory [Figure 1], 

Regarding claim 41, Cooper further discloses that the first performance state information 
corresponds to a set of one or more processor parameters that correspond to the processor 
[paragraphs 0044 and 0045]. 

Regarding claim 42, Cooper fiarther discloses that the BIOS selects the first performance 
state information as exactly matching the set of processor parameter [paragraph 0045]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cooper, US Patent Application Publication no. 2003/0120961. 

Regarding claim 4, Cooper, as described above, discloses a method comprising 
determining if a portion of the performance state data is found to be associated with a processor 
being utilized in the computer system and, if so, copying a portion of the performance state data 
into a second area of memory. Cooper is silent regarding to the start address the second area of 
memory. Examiner takes official notice that the address OxFOOO is a conventional choice as a 
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start address for a runtime memory segment. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to use the conventional address OxFOOO as the starting address for storing the copy of 
the portion of the performance state data in the Cooper method. 

Regarding claims 34 and 35, Cooper discloses generating the CP! objects dynamically 
[paragraph 0041]. Applicant's numerous definitions of a how the ACPI object is generated 
(claims 34 and 35) is construed to be an admission that the criticality does not reside in how the 
ACPI object is generated and hence are obvious variations of one another. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 8-11, 23-25 and 31 are allowed. 

Claims 6, 22 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Dwyer, III et al., US Patent Application Publication no. 2004/0054936, discloses looking 
up an optimal core voltage for a processor based on the processor type. 

Dreyer et al., US Patent no. 5,958,037, discloses identifying features of processor based 
on the processor type. 



Application/Control Number: 10/757,273 



Page 10 



Art Unit: 21 16 

Washington et al., US Patent no. 5,835,775, discloses a method for determining 
functionality of a processor based on the processor type. 

Alpert et al., US Patent no. 5,671,435, discloses a method for determining features 
implemented in a processor. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul B. Yanchus whose telephone number is (571) 272-3678. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 8:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynne H. Browne can be reached on (571) 272-3670. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Paul Yanchus 
August 16, 2006 



LYNNE H. BROWNE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMKER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



